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Bditor 

New York Timco 
^29 V/v-st 45 St., 

New York, NY. 10056 

To the Ilditor: 

Nhat ia totally i{;nored in the Nonaan Doraen-Ii'a Olasser/i^CLU defense of its 
plan to exeapt so-called operational files of the OTh from the Freedou of Information 
Act is the absolute ceiijainty that it v/ill encoui'a^e further anti-American domestic 
intelligonce activities and provide a complote imnunity bath for them and the 
multitudinous illegal ClA abuses of the past, llonjover, tlie cartainty that all 
■uch acts will bo kept secit3t is bound to lead tho ClA to be evon less restrained 
in its excesses. 

The AGLU*s position is tliat of liberals historically when they feared and faced 
reaction: compromise v/it'n rehcttoii thiit, historically, sei'vcd only to 
reaction. 

It is probable tiiat I have more expcriiincc in FOIA litigation tlian any other 
private person, iiost of tliis c::^x:rionct-- has been v/itli ogoncieo liice the FNI and CIA. 

It is uaifona exrxii’iunce tliat, wlien tlie di..v,loaure of imormation they regard as 
potentially emijarrasin^j to tliem ia .^^ought they do not even by accident ever tell tho 
truth, und that under oath, a felony for inivate pej.*uons but an imi.iunity these agencies 
anticipate and enjoy b .foro tiie courts. Tiiere just is no way tliat Congress can legisliito 
any exeiaxjtion of the operatiorufL fili;s that tho CIa \jill not contort into v/hat ivill 
approximate total iuLiULiity for all records it ao^js not \/:int to disclose. 

It also is Liy uiiiform eiiporience tliat thos j iigencios long ago set out on a 
campaign to moke any use of 1X)IA cumbersomtj and ov.^x^nsivo to all parties. Tfeey 
have artificially created enormous costs to the govei*jii:;ent and tliey steadfastly 
refuse to disclose nonexem^it infoi’roation to frustrate the Act wliile simultaneously 
greatly incieasirig th i v/osto of goveiment and court tii.ie and money. 

Tile record is cleai’ on tlds: I liave n<iVor once in ;d? uy Liany FOIA lawsuits 
sti'uck a dry vicll. Th.so agencies iili/ays violate xIk* law to idtliliold wliat they do not 
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want to disclose. liov/cver mucl. thoy may ultiuat»ily be coL^lled to disclose, they 
always ^dJid up v/ithholdinij much infonaatioxi that is not exempt and is eraboirassing 
to thema 

With roi^ard to any liopo ox' speeding ClA compliance v/ith }«X)1A up, this is less 
than vdshful thinking. I have api^als tliat have not r .ceived final action after laore 
than a decade tthe lav/ says 20 dexys) and rec^uests ;:0iiiG back to 1975 that remain 



without compliance, most entirely ignored*. A- fO 

While it is my experience that there simply is no way of keeping these people 
honest, at tlie jiresent time tliey ore compelled to rel .ase some of the ombarrassing 
information they've been hiding. Give them any locale, no Oiitter how small, and 
they'll squeeae everything they v/aiit to hide tlirou^h it - in perpetuity. 

Tlie existing emeiiptions provide all the protection for legitiinately sensitive 
int'oruation tliat any agency re<iuires. No amendment is necessary, noiycan oi* will 
speed the CIA up if it does not want to comply, and libertils are deceiving themselves 
and the nation v/hile fistering groator I’oactioii and domestic illegalities if they 
support any ad itional exemptions. Tliey will, in £act, be contributing to a police 
state. 




Harold Webberg 

PYI- i’OlA'o invoatiiintory-files exemption was 
amended in 1974 to coiipel such disclosures over 
one of tlie earliest of luy FOlk suits, wliich disclosed 

the kinds ol abuses I refer to to the Congress. The agen^^ias have been whittling away 
at the Act over since. 



